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Dear Teacher,

The Gettysburg National Military Park is pleased to provide you and your students with our student
education program materials on “Unfinished Work: The Creation and Dedication of the Soldiers’
National Cemetery.” Hopefully it will enrich your studies of Abraham Lincoln and the American
Civil War, providing you and your students with added insights into this American tragedy and
triumph.

This program is targeted at students in grades 8-12 and includes pre-visit preparation in the classroom,
an on-site, two-hour program conducted by a park ranger, and post visit follow-up in the classroom.
Using the materials provided within, the students will become highly involved with both secondary
and primary sources in the classroom and in the Soldiers’ National Cemetery.

The pre-visit activities are meant to help the teacher stimulate student interest, motivate them for their visit
to Gettysburg, and provide a foundation of knowledge upon which the program ranger can build here at the
site. It is extremely important, for the success of the on-site program, that the students complete the
essential pre-visit readings and exercises. The supplemental materials provide additional information and
enrichment exercises.

The maximum class size for this program is 30 students and the minimum is 10. Please divide
students into 10 groups before leaving for Gettysburg! Each group needs to have a facilitator, a
reader, and a reporter. (Adjustments can be made in cooperative group sizes to correspond to class
size.) Groups should be comprised of students who work well together and who will complete their
tasks in a given amount of time. The teacher may find it useful to use this same group format for doing
the pre-visit work.

Please keep in mind that some of the material in this packet is very specific to the topic of Lincoln’s
Gettysburg Address and the creation of the Soldiers’ National Cemetery. Other material is quite
general. But in neither case is it comprehensive. The overall complexity of the topics is tremendous
in scope. Some material may not be appropriate to the grade or ability level you are teaching. We
leave the interpretation of this information in the hands of the teacher, where it belongs.

Please refer any questions or comments to the education coordinator at (717) 338-4422.

Sincerely,

Gettysburg National Military Park






Field Trip Day Procedures

If your students are participating in our program, please follow these directions:

1. Report to the Bus Parking Lot at the Gettysburg National Military Park Visitor Center, 1195
Baltimore Pike, on or before the scheduled time, with your bus or vehicle and all students ready to go.

2. Your program ranger will meet you there, and ride on the bus with you to the program starting point. Your
bus is necessary in the transport of your students to the program site. Any further directions necessary will be
given to the bus driver by the student program ranger at this meeting point.

3. Have the students remain on the bus at this time, and remind them that once they arrive at the program site
they should keep all unnecessary personal items on the bus (hats, cameras, lunch etc.) so that they are free to
actively participate.

4. If the weather appears bad and you are enroute, contact the Education office at (717) 338-4422. An indoor
program (possibly abbreviated, however) will be offered if we cannot stay outside.

TO GET THE FULL BENEFITS OF THE PROGRAM, IT IS IMPORTANT TO ARRIVE ON OR
BEFORE YOUR SCHEDULED STARTING TIME. RANGERS RESERVE THE RIGHT TO CANCEL
PROGRAMS OF GROUPS ARRIVING MORE THAN 15 MINUTES LATE!

We would like to remind those participating in our student programs that they are designed to take place
outside in the natural environment. The weather therefore, and how the students are dressed for the weather,
will be big factors in their comfort and level of program participation. In particular, this program takes place in
the Soldiers’ National Cemetery — a solemn place that requires quiet and respect. We ask that you please have
your students dress and behave appropriately on Field Trip Day.



OVERVIEW OF READINGS AND ACTIVITIES

**Note To Teachers: Essential activities are required for a successful on-site experience. Supplemental
activities are recommended if you have additional classroom time.

ESSENTIAL ACTIVITY

Pre-Visit:
The Causes of the Civil War
The Gettysburg Battle

Readings:

Excerpts from “A Patriotic Landscape:
Gettysburg, 1863-1913” and
“Lincoln”

Pre or Post-Visit:

Analyzing “The Gettysburg Address”

SUPPLEMENTAL ACTIVITY

Pre-Visit:

Selected Writings and Speeches
of Abraham Lincoln

Analyzing the Emancipation Proclamation

Design a Cemetery

Discussion Questions for Prologue
“Lincoln at Gettysburg” by Garry Wills

PURPOSE

To provide an overview of the causes of the war.

To provide a summary of the 3 days of the battle.

To describe the aftermath of the battle and the need
for a dignified, common burial ground, and to help
develop the role that public opinion played in
Lincoln’s decision to come to Gettysburg.

To clarify vocabulary and references as well as to provide a
springboard for analysis and discussion.

PURPOSE

To provide insight into the development of Lincoln’s
personal and political beliefs.

To utilize primary sources in creating an historical
context for Lincoln’s Gettysburg Address

To utilize primary sources to gain an understanding of the
difficulty of cemetery design and an appreciation of its
symbolism.

To help develop the role that politics and personal
beliefs played in Lincoln’s decision to come to Gettysburg.



ESSENTIAL BACKGROUND

CAUSES OF THE AMERICAN CIVIL. WAR

What was the Civil War really fought over? Let the people who lived through this emotional
and complex time period tell you what it was like, and why they became involved in a war
that would ultimately claim 620,000 lives.

Respond as each author might to the following questions: “What was the cause of the Civil
War?”

POLITICIANS’ VIEWS

Alexander Stephens, Vice President of the Confederate States of America, March 1861:

This was the immediate cause of the late rupture and present revolution. [Our] foundations are
laid, its cornerstone rests, upon the great truth that the negro is not equal to the white man; that
slavery, subordination to the superior race is his natural and normal condition.

Mississippi Declaration of Secession, January 1861:

We must either submit to degradation, and to the loss of property worth four billions of money (the
estimated total market value of slaves), or we must secede from the Union framed by our fathers, to
secure this as well as every other species of property.

President Lincoln’s “House Divided” Speech, Springfield, Illinois, June 16, 1858:

A house divided against itself cannot stand. I believe this government cannot endure, permanently
half slave and half free. I do not expect the Union to be dissolved -- I do not expect the house to fall -
- but I do expect it will cease to be divided. It will become all one thing or all the other.

Frederick Douglass, abolitionist and former-slave, speech delivered on March 26, 1860:

If slaveholders have ruled the American Government for the last fifty years, let the anti-slavery
men rule the nation for the next fifty years. If the South has made the Constitution bend to the
purposes of slavery, let the North now make that instrument bend to the cause of freedom and
justice. If 350,000 slaveholders have, by devoting their energies to that single end, been able to
make slavery the vital and animating spirit of the American Confederacy for the last 72 years, now
let the freemen of the North, who have the power in their own hands, and who can make the
American Government just what they think fit, resolve to blot out for ever the foul and haggard
crime, which is the blight and mildew, the curse and the disgrace of the whole United States.



Rewrite the excerpted letters in your own words, answering the question:
“What was the cause of the Civil War?”

SOLDIERS’ VIEWS
(All three soldiers perished from their wounds at the battle of Gettysburg.)

Sergeant Philip Hamlin of the First Minnesota Infantry Regiment wrote home on March
1, 1862:

The example of our nation has been a fountain of light to the people of the old world
foreshadowing to the struggling nationalities a future destiny gloriously delivered from
the weights and embarrassments of the past which have limited privileges, combated
freedom, made the distributions of blessings unequal, and restricted the culture of the
mind, and the consequent elevation of man in opposition to a class endowed with special
privileges only by arbitrary enactment . . . May God preserve us from ourselves.

Private George W. Ervay, 16t Michigan Volunteer Infantry, wrote the following letter
excerpt on February 16, 1863, referencing the recent recruitment of African-American
soldiers — an action made possible by Lincoln’s Emancipation Proclamation, but not
“endorsed” by soldiers such as Ervay.

... I think that I shall bee clear of the war soon for wee white soldiers are going to bee
relieved by the n----- s. last pay day the officers had to pay taxes on the n--—-- s that are in
the army and around Washington and it is in the New York herrild that every private
soldier will have to forfit fifteen percent next pay day that will bee three & V2 dollars every
two monts for the support of the counter bands some say that if they take any money out
of their pay that they will disert others say that they will mutenize and I think that if they
ever take any of my pay that I shall prefer the former . ..

Lieutenant Sidney Carter was from South Carolina, and had a big enough farm to own a
few slaves. This makes his war reasoning in the last line all the more interesting (and
perplexing from our modern viewpoint) from this January 1862 letter home.

... One thing I must say I want you to do is if Judson will not ally you in making the
negroes know their place, I want you to call on Giles to do it. If you will be prompt when
they need whipping, then they will think of this when help is not present . . . I think it would
be best not to plant any cotton except enough to keep seeds (and one bale for house use).

.. .Give my love to all and accept your own part. Kiss the dear little ones for me. If I never
see them again, I will try to leave them a free home.






ESSENTIAL BACKGROUND:

THE BATTLE OF GETTYSBURG

In the spring of 1863, the Confederacy found itself in a situation that called for action. The
Confederate Army of Northern Virginia, commanded by General Robert E. Lee, had defeated the
Union forces at Fredericksburg in December of 1862, however December was not the optimal time to
give battle. At Chancellorsville in May of 1863, Lee again defeated the Union forces but the situation
gave Lee little chance to follow up his victory. First of all, he was without a third of his army, and
secondly his army would have had to cross a river in three places to resume the fight.
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JULY 1, 1863

Neither General Lee nor General George Gordon Meade, commander of the Union Army of the
Potomac, had anticipated a battle at Gettysburg on July 1. But chance brought the two forces together.
This first day's battle was a definite, but indecisive victory for the Confederates. They came with
greater numbers initially from the west and the north, pushing the Union forces back through town.

Circle the Lutheran Seminary on the map of July 1. Put a box around the town of Gettysburg. Now
look closely at the geographic features on the map. After the retreat through the town of
Gettysburg, why do you think the Union army chose to reform their battle lines in this position?
Would you have chosen the same, or a different position? Support your answer.
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JULY 2, 1863

The Union troops retreated but regrouped on the high ground south of town-on Culp's Hill, Cemetery
Hill, Cemetery Ridge, and Little Round Top-and formed a long defensive line shaped like a fishhook.
On July 2, the Confederates struck both ends of the Union line. They hit hard, first at Little Round
Top and then at Culp's Hill and Cemetery Hill; but with high ground and craggy rock formations in
their favor, the Union troops held out against these attacks, and the Confederate forces fell back and
reformed along Seminary Ridge again.

Measure the approximate length of the Union line of battle, and then the approximate length of the
Confederate line of battle. Why is the Union “interior line” becoming a better position than the
Confederate “exterior line”?
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JULY 3, 1863

On July 3, General Lee again attacked the Union forces. But this time Lee struck at the center of the
Union line since the fighting on the previous day had demonstrated the strength of the Union flanks
or ends. In this massive assault, now popularly known as Pickett's Charge, the Confederates attacked
the Union troops on Cemetery Ridge. But the Union Soldiers held once again and pushed the
Confederates back to their original position on Seminary Ridge. The Battle of Gettysburg was over.

Locate Pickett’s Division on the July 3rd map. Trace and measure its route to the center of the
Union line. How far across the fields did they have to march before reaching the enemy? What
major obstacle did they confront along this route?
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ESSENTIAL READING:

Patterson, John S., “A Patriotic Landscape: Gettysburg, 1863-1913”, from a paper prepared for the “Victorian
Album Conference: sponsored by the Victorian Society in America and held at the National Archives in
Washington, D.C., March 21-24, 1979.”

The Battle of Gettysburg would leave 51,000 casualties in its wake. Over 6,000 of the soldiers would die
outright on the field of battle. Thousands of others would eventually die of their wounds or related infection.
What would happen to the bodies of these fallen men? Would they be treated with the dignity and respect they
deserved? Keep in mind that approximately 50% of those that died were Confederates. What should, or
would, happen to their remains? The following excerpt from John Patterson’s “A Patriotic Landscape:
Gettysburg 1863-1913” seeks to provide some answers and provoke discussion concerning this aspect of the
aftermath of the battle.

Read the following pages of Patterson’s essay using the questions (page 19) that follow it as a guide for further
discussion.

Yocabulary: immortal; grandeur; daguerreotype; regeneration; sublime.
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Excerpts from:
A PATRIOTIC LANDSCAPE: GETTYSBURG, 1863-1913

John S. Patterson
The Pennsylvania State University

“What makes Gettysburg immortal,” William E. Barton suggested in 1930, “is less the military victory than the
speech of Lincoln.” Undoubtedly the simple eloquence of Lincoln’s most celebrated address, with its brilliant
enunciation of the Union’s most cherished ideals, has played an important part in fixing Gettysburg’s place in
the American popular imagination. But even without its associations with Lincoln the creation of the Soldiers’
National Cemetery was a remarkable achievement—and one which provides a splendid glimpse of mid-
nineteenth century American social, political, and aesthetic attitudes. It is hardly necessary to repeat all the
details of the founding of the cemetery here, but it may be worthwhile to pay some brief attention to their
implications.

From a distance or through the selective glaze of memory the battle might be viewed as a grand spectacle, but,
seen close up, the event which thrust the rural Pennsylvania county seat into national prominence was first of
all a disaster of incredible proportions. “It seemed as if a furious hurricane had passed over our town,” one
resident declared soon after the battle, “sweeping with destructive violence everything before it.” The bodies
of some 6,000 dead soldiers—well over twice the total population of the borough of Gettysburg—were hastily
gathered into shallow graves on farmers’ trampled fields; more than 20,000 wounded men were crammed into
every available space in churches, schools, homes and sheds; the carcasses of several thousand dead horses,
bloated by the heavy rains which came soon after the battle, rotted in the summer heat; and a steady stream of
anxious relatives, curiosity seekers, and vandals provided a further strain on the depleted resources of the
community.

On the sixth of July, while the readers of Northern newspapers were already devouring descriptions which
emphasized the grandeur of the battle and the magnitude of the Union victory, a reporter from the Philadelphia
Public Ledger toured the battlefield and then filed a chilling account of the mundane horrors he had
encountered: “I visited this morning the cemetery hill, and for nearly a mile beyond, where the greatest storm
of the battle took place. Here many of the rebel dead yet lie unburied, every one of their pockets turned inside
out. Many rebel wounded lie in the wood adjacent, and the air is polluted with a heavy sickening, disgusting
stench. Thanks for the heavy rain we have had, carrying off much of the blood, otherwise I do not see how
people could live here. As it is, it is the most disgusting atmosphere I ever breathed, or thought it possible
human beings could live in.”

It was virtually in the midst of these appalling scenes that plans for the Soldiers’ National Cemetery began to
take shape. On July 24™, David Wills, a Gettysburg attorney who had been overseeing the removal of the
bodies of Pennsylvania soldiers from the battlefield, directed a letter to Governor Andrew C. Curtin in which
he urged “the propriety and actual necessity” of acquiring land for “a common burial ground for the dead, now
only partially buried over miles of country around Gettysburg.” This ambitious undertaking eventually had a
profound impact on Gettysburg’s future and a significant influence on American understanding of the
experience of war. Its story furnishes unusual opportunities to trace the development (and limits) of a
democratized American nationalism in the mid-nineteenth century, to explore the transformation of a
landscape of horror into a peaceful symbol of victory and unity, and to observe the creation of an oasis of
pastoral stability in a world increasingly buffeted by change.

The idea of gathering the remains of fallen warriors into a specially honored resting place was not altogether
new. There was, first of all, the appealing and frequently cited example of the ancient Greeks. The Soldiers’
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National Cemetery, moreover, was not strictly speaking the first of our national burial grounds. Nevertheless,
it is clear that in 1863 the initiators of the cemetery project could find relatively few helpful precedents for
their work. To appreciate the novelty of the undertaking it is useful to recall the burial practices in the War for
Independence: there were no revered military cemeteries at Saratoga or Yorktown; and at Valley Forge, where
some 3,000 soldiers perished in the bitter winter of 1777-1778, there is only one marked grave, that of a
lieutenant from Rhode Island.

By the Civil War years, however, both attitudes toward death and burial and the capacity to memorialize fallen
soldiers were beginning to change significantly. It was perhaps still “usual,” as the New York Herald
commented on the day after the Gettysburg ceremonies, to bury fallen soldiers “near where they fell”— but it
was also increasingly clear that such dispositions were unsatisfactory in a war which involved appeals to
democratic principles and depended on the services of mass armies. (At the same time, of course,
transportation and communication systems were undergoing dramatic development: Railroads now made
some of the battlefields more accessible, for example, and photography made it possible to bring images of
war’s destructiveness into homes far from the scenes of battle.) The impressive Union victory at Gettysburg,
combined with the awesome scale of the fighting and the relative accessibility of a battlefield on Northern soil
offered unique opportunities for the commemoration of the fallen heroes. A few days before the consecration
ceremonies, an article in the New York Times suggested that: “Attaching to this inauguration is a national
interest, which possibly preludes the establishment of similar cemeteries. But the Gettysburg Cemetery will
have the prestige of priority.”

Certainly the expensive and painstaking effort which was made to identify the Union dead—and at the same
time to ensure that no rebels found their way into the cemetery by mistake—was unequaled in previous
American experience. As David Wills pointed out, some Northern soldiers initially lay in graves which had
only been marked with a penciled notation on a board, while the graves of many others were not marked at all.
“To preserve their identity,” Wills commented, “I deemed it very important to have the removals of the dead
made as soon as possible.” Between October 1863 and March 1864, at a cost of $1.59 per body, 3354 bodies
were exhumed, placed in coffins furnished by the War Department, transported to Cemetery Hill, and reburied
in the grounds set aside for the Soldiers’ National Cemetery. As each grave was opened, any clues which
might aid in the identification of an individual soldier—a diary, a signature in a pocket Testament, letters,
daguerreotypes, initials scratched onto military equipment—were carefully recorded. When the work was
completed, hundreds of men whose remains otherwise would have been lost in unknown or imperfectly
marked graves had been positively identified. In the process of gathering the bodies, Samuel Weaver, who
supervised the operation, accumulated nearly three hundred packages containing articles which had been
carried into battle by the men.

The “List of Articles” which Weaver drew up and included as part of his report, provides one of the most
moving of all the tributes to the dead soldiers. Unlike the countless commemoration speeches to come, the list
offers no references to classical antiquity and debates no abstract principles; it simply identifies the physical
possessions which were, quite literally, closest to the men at the moment when they died. With its clues to the
pleasures, fears, hopes and commitments of young men now dead, Weaver’s list possesses the unadorned
eloquence and concreteness which we typically associate with the Gettysburg Address, and the democratic
vitality which we sometimes find in the poetic inventories in Leaves of Grass. “I will make the poems of
materials, for I think they are to be the most spiritual poems,” Whitman had bragged, “And I will report all
heroism from an American point of view.” Though it did not set out to do so, Weaver’s list finally does
provide a record of American heroism which the poet might have admired:

* William S. Hodgdon, Company F, 20th Regiment, letter and fish hook.
« Unknown, 20th Regiment, Testament, and letter signed Anna Grove.
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* Richard Shuley, Company K, 7th Regiment, bugle off cap.

* M. Davis, Company C, 20th Regiment, Thanksgiving book.

« E. Cunningham, Co. L, 15t Regiment, $3.95, comb and postage stamps.
* S.R. White, Company C, 20th Regiment, Stencil plate and two cents.

3k 3k sk sk sk ok sk sk sk ok ok sk sk sk sk sk skooko sk sk skoskeok ok sk sk sk sk skoskok

* James Wallace, Pa., purse and twenty-five cents

* Unknown, inkstand, knife, letter and seventy-five cents

* A. Calhoun, diary

* Unknown Corporal, ambrotype of female

* Unknown, “Soldier’s Pocket Book”

* Unknown, pipe

* Sergeant L.H. Lee, two combs, diary, and bullet that killed him

The reverent attention given to the remains of the Union dead at Gettysburg was one novel aspect of the
creation of the cemetery and, lugubrious as the details may appear, the process of regathering and identifying
the decaying bodies of the fallen men deserves to be recorded as a significant step in the democratization of
American experience. But there were many other questions to be fesolved in the creation of the Soldiers’
National Cemetery—and in 1863 there were few obvious answers. What was a “national” cemetery? Who
would pay for it? How should it be laid out? What memorial for the soldiers could pay appropriate tribute to
their individual worth and dignity, and, at the same time, provide a suitably impressive overall effect?

In what sense was the Soldiers’ National Cemetery a truly national undertaking? It “assumed a National
character,” Wills insisted, “by being independent of any local controlling influence.” The Gettysburg lawyer
was proud of the fact that he had foiled the “persistent effort” of a “local cemetery association of this place” to
have the Union heroes removed to the Evergreen Cemetery. On the other hand, although authority to create a
cemetery administered by the Federal Government existed in the summer of 1863, no one seems to have
thought seriously of invoking it to create a nationally financed and controlled cemetery at Gettysburg. Created
through the voluntary cooperation of agents acting on behalf of the Northern states, the cemetery grounds were
purchased by Wills for the State of Pennsylvania, and the additional costs were divided among the
participating states according to their representation in Congress. Here was a “national” undertaking, in other
words, which steered a careful course between local determination, on the one hand, and centralized control,
on the other.

The need to strike a satisfactory balance between the claims of individual, state, and nation was not, of course,
simply a matter of legal title and financial arrangements. The issue was also central to the adoption of a
design for the grounds. Wills tended to take a decidedly national view of the subject. “These men came here
from the east and from the west, stood side by side, and fought and fell in one common cause and for one
common country, irrespective of State organizations or geographical lines,” he wrote in an 1865 report to the
Pennsylvania Legislature. But in the summer of 1863, when he urged that the heroes be reburied without
regard to the States from which they came, he encountered sharp opposition and was quickly forced to modify
his position.

To resolve the problems involved in producing a satisfactory design, Wills turned to William Saunders, a
landscape gardener who had recently moved to Washington to work for the Department of Agriculture. The
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choice proved to be an excellent one. Saunders first visited Gettysburg about six weeks after the battle, and.
was soon convinced that “the remains of the soldiers from each State should be laid together in a group.”
However, Saunders also quickly grasped both the practical difficulties in developing such an arrangement and
their broader implications. The unevenness of the ground was one cause for concern, he noted, for “some
[graves] would of necessity be placed in the lower portions, and thus an apparently unjust discrimination
might be inferred.” Moreover, the various States had suffered widely different numbers of casualties and
would therefore require unequal amounts of space for their burials. New York needed more than 850 spaces,
for example, while Illinois required only six; but this surely didn’t mean that New York should be awarded a
central position and Illinois relegated to an obscure corner of the grounds.

How, then, could each State and each grave be given equal treatment and the cemetery as a whole still
arranged to produce a unified “national” effect? Saunders’ answer involved an adaptation to the needs of a
military burial ground of democratic and transcendental principles along with certain features of the rural
cemetery. His design managed to combine impressive monumentation with elaborately “simple” landscaping
and a carefully planned emphasis on natural regeneration. Rather than a long, straight parade-ground style of
arrangement, Saunders adopted a semi-circular plan in which the graves were grouped around a central
monument. In this way, as he explained, “The ground appropriated to each State, is part, as it were, of a
common centre; the position of each lot, and indeed of each interment is relatively of equal importance, the
only differences being that of extent, as determined by the number of interments belonging to each State.”
The overall effect which Saunders sought was one of “simple grandeur.” To achieve it, he tried to balance the
“quiet beauty” of ample lawns and carefully limited plantings (which “will yearly become more striking”),
with a substantial monument surrounded by absolutely uniform markers (no differentiations were made on the
basis of rank). The interaction of these ingredients would eventually produce what he termed a “pleasure
ground effect” and a “sublime” patriotic landscape. “The sublime in scenery,” Saunders explained, “may be
defined as continuity of extent, the repetition of objects in themselves simple and commonplace. We do not
apply this epithet to the scanty trickling of the brook, but rather to the collected waters of the ocean. To
produce an expression of grandeur, we must avoid intricacy and great variety of parts, more particularly must
we refrain from introducing any intermixture or meretricious display of ornament.”

“A few days before the dedication of the grounds,” Saunders later recalled, “President Lincoln sent word to
me that he desired me to call at his office on the evening of the 17" (November 1863) and take with me the
plans of the Gettysburg Cemetery. I was on hand at the appointed time, and spread the plan on his office
table, he took much interest in it, asked about its surroundings about Culp’s Hill, Round Top and seemed
familiar with the topography of the place, although he had never been there. He was much pleased with the
method of the graves, said it differed from the ordinary cemetery and, after I explained the reasons, said it was
an admirable and befitting arrangement.” It is easy to see why Lincoln found much to admire in Saunders’ "~
plan for the cemetery. The design held out the prospect of natural rebirth and controlled growth toward
“ultimate harmony,” and it balanced simple, unadorned memorials for individual soldiers with a more
elaborate central monument—much as Lincoln’s brief address two days later would balance the classical
periods of Edward Everett’s formal oration.

By the time the President left for Gettysburg, only about one-third of the reburials in the Soldiers’ National
Cemetery had been completed and the countryside was still deeply scarred by the battle. But the groundwork
had been laid for what was widely recognized at the time as an extraordinary commemorative undertaking.
“The consecration ceremonies will be the most interesting ever witnessed in the United States,” declared an
article in the Cleveland Plain Dealer shortly before the dedication ceremonies. “On the Gettysburg battlefield
will be witnessed one of the most imposing spectacles in this century, and the ground ... will be one of the
most sacred spots in the Union.”
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ESSENTIAL READING:

Donald, David Herbert, Lincoln, Simon and Schuster, NY, 1995.

The Fall of 1863 brought important Republican political victories in Iowa, Pennsylvania, Maine, California,
Ohio and New York. Republican leaders gave much of the credit for these successes to the public letters of
President Lincoln. The Chicago Tribune called him “the most popular man in the United States.” During this
period the President is planning another public statement that will become known as the “Gettysburg
Address.” The following selection is taken from Chapter 16 of Lincoln. Used by permission of the author
and publisher.

Read the following selection using the questions (page 26) that follow it as a springboard for later discussion.

Vocabulary: inter; orator; democracy; score; solemnity; antithesis; “negotiated peace”.
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EXCERPTS FROM LINCOLN by David Herbert Donald

During the fall of 1863 there was, apart from the campaigns around Chattanooga, a lull in the war. The federal
fleet, under Admiral Dahlgreen, continued to bombard the fortifications of Charleston harbor but without
decisive results. In northern Virginia, Meade followed a strategy of maneuver and minor engagement with
Lee, with no major battle in prospect. The President, for once, had time on his hands, and he busied himself
with such matters as an interview with a Mrs. Hutter, who had invented some earmuffs she wanted to
introduce into the service, and a recommendation for “one of Mrs. L’s numerous cousins” for a job in the
Treasury Department.

When Mary returned refreshed from her vacation in the mountains, a normal social life began again at the
White House. The Lincolns began going to the theater again, seeing Maggie Mitchell’s performance of
Fanchon, the Cricket at Ford’s Theatre. But, pleading a diplomatic indisposition, Mary did not accompany her
husband when he attended the wedding of Kate Chase, daughter of the Secretary of the Treasury, to Senator
William Sprague, the millionaire Rhode Island manufacturer, on November 12. She regarded Kate, who was
younger, prettier, and slimmer, as a rival for the social leadership of the capital and rightly suspected that she
was promoting her father’s presidential prospects. To compensate for his wife’s absence, Lincoln stayed for an
unusually long time at the wedding.

In this period of relative quiet the President allowed his thoughts to turn to making another public statement —
this time something less defensive than his extraordinarily successful letters to Corning, Birchard, Seymour,
and Conkling, something that would explain to the American people the significance of the huge war into
which they had stumbled. Lincoln had been brooding over this idea for some time. Shortly after the news of
Gettysburg and Vicksburg reached Washington, he responded to a group of serenaders by pointing out how
appropriate it was that the Union victory occurred on the nation’s birthday. What better way was there to
celebrate that day when — “How long ago is it? — eighty odd years — since on the Fourth of July for the first
time in the history of the world a nation by its representatives, assembled and declared as a self-evident truth
that ‘all men are created equal.”” The root of the rebellion was “an effort to overthrow the principle that all
men were created equal,” and now it had suffered major defeats on the anniversary of the Declaration of
Independence. But the President’s thoughts were not yet sufficiently matured for full expression, and he
concluded, “Gentlemen, this is a glorious theme, and the occasion for a speech, but I am not prepared to make
one worthy of the occasion.”

During the following months the larger significance of the war was never far from Lincoln’s mind. The need
for a broad statement on the subject began to seem more and more pressing as Northerners, convinced by the
victories at Vicksburg and Gettysburg that the end of the war was in sight, began debating the terms on which
the Southern states should be restored to the Union. Many urged the President to address the people directly
on these issues, describing the significance of the conflict and explaining why the enormous sacrifices required
by the war were worthwhile. Even before the news from Gettysburg and Vicksburg, Horace Greeley,
impressed by Lincoln’s letter to the Albany Democrats, begged the President to write such a “greatly needed
letter” on “the causes of the War and the necessary conditions of Peace.” From Boston, the wealthy merchant
and railroad man John Murray Forbes suggested that the President should address “the public mind of the
North and of such part of the South as you can reach” on the basic issue of the war, which he saw as not just a
contest of “North against South but the People against the Aristocrats.” If Lincoln would seize every
opportunity to hammer home the simple idea “that we are fighting for Democracy or (to get rid of the
technical name) for liberal institutions,” Forbes predicted, “the Rebellion would be crushed.”

In November, after the elections, the opportunity came to do just what Forbes had urged. The President was
invited to attend the dedication of the cemetery at Gettysburg, where the thousands of men killed in that battle,
imperfectly identified and hastily buried, were being re-interred. The orator for the occasion, Edward Everett,
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the former president of Harvard College, former United States senator, and former Secretary of State, could be
counted on to give an extended speech. The President was asked, “as Chief Executive of the nation, formally
[to] set apart these ground to their sacred use by a few appropriate remarks.” The invitation to the President
was not an afterthought on the part of David Wills and the other members of the Gettysburg Cemetery
Commission; to make sure that their letter would be favorably received, they doubtless preceded it by informal
contacts through Ward Hill Lamon, who was known to be an intimate of the President, and they probably
chose Lamon to be grand marshal of the procession at Gettysburg just for this reason.

Lincoln accepted, and during the following weeks he gave much thought to the brief remarks that he would
make on November 19. He took the assignment very seriously and in the course of his preparation called to
the White House William Saunders, the landscape architect in charge of planning the Gettysburg cemetery, in
order to learn the topography of a place he had never visited but knew well from his commanders’ reports of
the great battle. Using White House stationery, Lincoln began writing out an address expressing the ideas he
had voiced in his brief response to the serenade after Gettysburg and Vicksburg. By this time the President
had his facts straight. No longer did he refer to the Declaration of Independence as having been written “about
eighty years ago”’; now he wrote without hesitation, “Four score and seven years ago.” For the most part, the
writing went smoothly and without interruptions — a sure sign that he had carefully reflected on his words —
but toward the end of the first page of the short address Lincoln faltered after writing “It is rather for us, the
living, to stand here...,” crossed out the last three words, and substituted “we here be dedicated.” He had
trouble with the ending, and shortly before he went to Gettysburg he told James Speed that he had found time
to write only about half of his address.

But he had the rest of it in his mind before he left the White House on November 18 and needed only a few
quiet minutes to write it all out. He chose his words deliberately, preferring, as he always did, short words to
long, words of Anglo-Saxon origin to those of Latin derivation. From the first two rhyming words — “Four
score” — the cadences were somberly musical, and his gravely repetitive phrases — “we can not dedicate — we
can not consecrate — we can not hallow” — had a solemnity worthy of the occasion. Antithesis was his basic
rhetorical strategy, contrasting the living with the dead, “what we say here” with “what they [the soldiers] did
here.” He did not strive for novelty in language but drew, consciously or unconsciously, on the stores of his
memory. Many of his phrases had echoes of the King James version of the Bible. His closing promise of
survival for “government of the people, by the people, for the people” may have had its origin in Daniel
Webster’s 1830 speech calling the American government “made for the people, made by the people, and
answerable to the people,” but more probably he derived it from a sermon of Theodore Parker, to which
Herndon has called his attention, defining democracy as “a government of all the people, by all the people, for
all the people.” Lincoln had made earlier use of the idea in his July 1861 message to Congress when he
referred to the United States as “a democracy — a government of the people, by the same people.”

Moving from past to present to future, Lincoln’s address assumed an hourglass form: an opening account of
the events of the past that had led up to the battle of Gettysburg; three brief sentences on the present occasion;
and a final, more expansive view of the nation’s future. His tone was deliberately abstract; he made no
specific reference to either the battle of Gettysburg or of the cemetery that he was dedicating, he did not
mention the South or the Confederacy, and he did not speak of the Army of the Potomac or of its commanders.
He was deliberately moving away from the particular occasion to make a general argument.

Lincoln read his draft to no one before he reached Gettysburg, and he explained to no one why he had
accepted the invitation to attend the dedication ceremonies or what he hoped to accomplish in his address. Yet
his text suggested his purpose. When he drafted his Gettysburg speech, he did not know for certain what
Edward Everett would say, but he could safely predict that this conservative former Whig would stress the ties
of common origin, language, belief, and law shared by Southerners and Northerners and appeal for a speedy
restoration of the Union under the Constitution. Everett’s oration could give another push to the movement for
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a negotiated peace and strengthen the conservative call for a return to “the Union as it was,” with all the
constitutional guarantees of state sovereignty, state rights, and even state control over domestic institutions,
such as slavery.

Lincoln thought it important to anticipate this appeal by building on and extending the argument he had
advanced in his letter to Conkling against the possibility of a negotiated peace with the Confederates. In the
Gettysburg address he drove home his belief that the United States was not just a political union, but a nation —
a word he used five times. Its origins antedated the 1789 Constitution, with its restrictions on the powers of
the national government; it stemmed from 1776. It was with the Declaration of Independence that “our fathers
brought forth, upon this continent, a new nation, conceived in Liberty, and dedicated to the proposition that all
men are created equal.” This was, of course, not a new idea for Lincoln; his first inaugural address carefully
developed the thesis that the Union was older than the Constitution. Nor was it an original contribution to
American political discourse. It had been an essential part of the ideology of the Whig party, which had been
elaborated by Daniel Webster; indeed, almost any advocate of a broad construction of the powers of the federal
government was forced to appeal from the constraints of the Constitution to the liberties of the Declaration.

In evoking the Declaration now, Lincoln was reminding his listeners — and, beyond them, the thousands who
would read his words — that theirs was a nation pledged not merely to constitutional liberty but to human
equality. He did have to mention slavery in his brief address to make the point that the Confederacy did not
share these values. Instead, in language that evoked images of generation and birth — using what the
Democratic New York World caustically called “obstetric analogies” — he stressed the role of the Declaration in
the origins of the nation, which had been “conceived in liberty” and “brought forth” by the attending Founding
Fathers. Now the sacrifices of “the brave men, living and dead, who struggled here” on the battlefield at
Gettysburg had renewed the power of the Declaration. “The last full measure of devotion” which they gave
made it possible to “highly resolve that these dead shall not have died in vain” and to pledge “that this nation,
under God, shall have a new birth of freedom.”

Compressed into 272 words, Lincoln’s message was at once a defense of his administration, an explanation
why the war with its attendant horrors had to continue, and a pledge that because of these exertions
“government of the people, by the people, for the people, shall not perish from the earth.”

For all Lincoln’s careful preparation, it seemed for a while that he might not be able to attend the dedication
ceremonies. On the day he was scheduled to go to Gettysburg, Tad was ill, too sick to eat his breakfast, and
Mary Lincoln, recalling the deaths of her other boys, became hysterical at the thought that her husband would
leave her at such a critical time. But so important was the occa<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>